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I think this commendation of the staff
on both sides of the aisle is entirely ap-
propriate and well in order. I thank the
gentleman very much for doing so.

Mr. NUSSLE. I thank the gentleman.

f

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. NUSSLE. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on the conference report just
agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
BIGGERT). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Iowa?

There was no objection.

f

PERMISSION FOR MEMBER TO
REVISE REMARKS

Mr. FROST. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to revise my state-
ment made on the consideration of the
rule today to make it in compliance
with the precedents of the House.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

f

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 581, WILDLAND FIRE
MANAGEMENT ACT

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington.
Madam Speaker, by direction of the
Committee on Rules, I call up House
Resolution 135 and ask for its imme-
diate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 135

Resolved, That at any time after the
adoption of this resolution the Speaker may,
pursuant to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare
the House resolved into the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union
for consideration of the bill (H.R. 581) to au-
thorize the Secretary of the Interior and the
Secretary of Agriculture to use funds appro-
priated for wildland fire management in the
Department of the Interior and Related
Agencies Appropriations Act, 2001, to reim-
burse the United States Fish and Wildlife
Service and the National Marine Fisheries
Service to facilitate the interagency co-
operation required under the Endangered
Species Act of 1973 in connection with
wildland fire management. The first reading
of the bill shall be dispensed with. Points of
order against consideration of the bill for
failure to comply with section 311 of the Con-
gressional Budget Act of 1974 are waived.
General debate shall be confined to the bill
and shall not exceed one hour equally di-
vided and controlled by the chairman and
ranking minority member of the Committee
on Resources. After general debate the bill
shall be considered for amendment under the
five-minute rule. The bill shall be considered
as read. All points of order against provi-
sions in the bill are waived. During consider-
ation of the bill for amendment, the Chair-
man of the Committee of the Whole may ac-
cord priority in recognition on the basis of
whether the Member offering an amendment
has caused it to be printed in the portion of
the Congressional Record designated for that
purpose in clause 8 of rule XVIII. Amend-

ments so printed shall be considered as read.
At the conclusion of consideration of the bill
for amendment the Committee shall rise and
report the bill to the House with such
amendments as may have been adopted. The
previous question shall be considered as or-
dered on the bill and amendments thereto to
final passage without intervening motion ex-
cept one motion to recommit with or with-
out instructions.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr.
HASTINGS) is recognized for 1 hour.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington.
Madam Speaker, for the purpose of de-
bate only, I yield the customary 30
minutes to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. FROST), pending which I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. Dur-
ing consideration of this resolution, all
time yielded is for the purpose of de-
bate only.

(Mr. HASTINGS of Washington asked
and was given permission to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington.
Madam Speaker, House Resolution 135
is an open rule providing for consider-
ation of the bill H.R. 581, the Wildland
Fire Management Act. The rule waives
section 311 of the Congressional Budget
Act of 1974 against consideration of the
bill and provides for 1 hour of general
debate equally divided and controlled
by the chairman and ranking member
of the Committee on Resources.

The rule further provides that the
bill shall be open for amendment at
any point and waives all points of order
against the bill. Finally, the rule au-
thorizes the Chair to accord priority in
recognition to Members who have
preprinted their amendments in the
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, and provides
one motion to recommit, with or with-
out instructions.

Madam Speaker, the Wildland Fire
Management Act would authorize the
Secretary of the Interior and the Sec-
retary of Agriculture to use funds ap-
propriated for wildland fire manage-
ment in the Department of the Interior
and Related Agencies Appropriations
Act of 2001 to reimburse several Fed-
eral agencies for costs associated with
the interagency cooperation required
under the Endangered Species Act
when managing wildland fires.

In response to devastating fire sea-
sons in 1999 and 2000, Congress appro-
priated $2.9 billion to reimburse funds
borrowed by agencies for wildfire emer-
gency suppression efforts, to rehabili-
tate and restore damaged lands and wa-
ters, to increase wildfire fighting readi-
ness, and to provide State and local
community assistance.

Subsequently, however, the U.S. For-
est Service requested legislation to
clarify that funds appropriated under
the National Fire Plan can also be used
for reviews of fire management plans
required under the Endangered Species
Act. Accordingly, H.R. 581 was intro-
duced by the gentleman from Colorado
(Mr. HEFLEY) in February of this year,
and it was reported favorably by the
Committee on Resources without
amendment on March 28, 2001.

The Congressional Budget Office esti-
mates that enacting H.R. 581 would in-
crease direct spending by $3 million in
2001 and decrease direct spending by
the same amount in 2002. Because the
bill would affect direct spending, pay-
as-you-go procedures would apply.
Members should also be advised that
the bill contains no governmental or
private sector mandates as defined in
the Unfunded Mandates Reform Act.

Madam Speaker, I am pleased that,
consistent with the request of the gen-
tleman from Utah (Mr. HANSEN), the
Committee on Rules has reported an
open rule on this bill so that Members
wishing to offer amendments may have
every opportunity to do so.

As the fire season out West ap-
proaches, those of us who represent
western States are particularly aware
of the need for a coordinated Federal
approach to wildfire suppression. The
gentleman from Colorado’s bill would
certainly advance that important goal.
Accordingly, I encourage my col-
leagues to support both the rule and
the underlying bill, H.R. 581.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. FROST. Madam Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Madam Speaker, H.R. 581, the
Wildland Fire Management Act, is a
worthy legislative proposal which will
facilitate Federal interagency coopera-
tion in the control and abatement of
wildland fires and fuel load reduction.
The Committee on Rules has reported
an open rule and Democratic members
of the committee have no objections.
We would like to point out, however,
this noncontroversial bill could have
been considered under suspension but
is being brought to the floor today to
serve as filler in order to give the
House some business to conduct.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington.
Madam Speaker, I am pleased to yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from Colo-
rado (Mr. HEFLEY), the sponsor of the
bill.

Mr. HEFLEY. Madam Speaker, I
stand in strong support of the rule and
thank the gentleman from Washington
(Mr. HASTINGS) and the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. FROST) for their work
in crafting this rule.

H.R. 581 is a noncontroversial, I be-
lieve, and a nonpartisan bill that is
strongly supported by the administra-
tion. It deserves our immediate consid-
eration and support.

It is imperative, especially for those
of us who represent districts in the
West and Northwest, that the U.S. For-
est Service be able to transfer national
fire program funds as soon as possible
to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
and National Marine Fisheries Service
so that they can complete their con-
sultation requirements under the En-
dangered Species Act. Once this work
is complete, the Forest Service will
have the opportunity to reduce dan-
gerous high levels of fuel load.
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I urge adoption of the rule.
Mr. FROST. Madam Speaker, I yield

back the balance of my time.
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington.

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time, and I move the pre-
vious question on the resolution.

The previous question was ordered.
The resolution was agreed to.
A motion to reconsider was laid on

the table.
f

GREAT FALLS HISTORIC DISTRICT
STUDY ACT OF 2001

Mr. HEFLEY. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to take from the
Speaker’s table the bill (H.R. 146) to
authorize the Secretary of the Interior
to study the suitability and feasibility
of designating the Great Falls Historic
District in Paterson, New Jersey, as a
unit of the National Park System, and
for other purposes, and ask for its im-
mediate consideration in the House.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there

objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Colorado?

Mr. RAHALL. Madam Speaker, re-
serving the right to object, and I will
not object, I yield to the gentleman
from Colorado for purposes of explain-
ing the legislation.

b 1415
Mr. HEFLEY. Madam Speaker, H.R.

146, as introduced by the gentleman
from New Jersey (Mr. PASCRELL),
would authorize the Secretary of the
Interior to study the suitability and
feasibility of designating the Great
Falls Historic District in Paterson,
New Jersey as a unit of the National
Park Service. Designed by Alexander
Hamilton and Pierre L’Enfant in 1791,
the Great Falls District is one of the
earliest industrial centers of America
and was once considered the manufac-
turing center of the United States. At
77 feet, the Great Falls is the second
highest waterfall on the East Coast,
second only to Niagara Falls.

Madam Speaker, H.R. 146, I believe,
is not controversial. It has strong sup-
port from State and local officials, the
residents of Paterson and the sur-
rounding communities, and I urge my
colleagues to support H.R. 146.

Mr. RAHALL. Madam Speaker, con-
tinuing on my reservation, I yield to
the distinguished gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. PASCRELL), the former
mayor of Paterson, New Jersey, and a
valued member of my other committee,
the Committee on Transportation and
Infrastructure.

Mr. PASCRELL. Madam Speaker,
first I would like to thank the gen-
tleman from Utah (Mr. HANSEN) and
the gentleman from West Virginia (Mr.
RAHALL) for this legislation. This is
very significant legislation in New Jer-
sey and for the United States. The
Great Falls Historic District possesses
an historic significance that makes it
an area to be preserved and treasured.
I thank the gentleman for describing
what this district is all about.

The Falls and the surrounding neigh-
borhoods really represent the genesis
of the American economic miracle, and
increasing the presence of the National
Park Service will give the area the at-
tention and resources it rightfully
needs.

These Falls represent our city, its
people and all of its potential. This
place can be a real destination that
will create jobs, grow businesses and
bring people from all over. We cannot
put a velvet rope around the district.
We must make it a living, breathing
attraction that will celebrate our past.

In conclusion, I will steal the words
of the National Park Service in the De-
sign Guidelines created for the Great
Falls Historic District in 1999. ‘‘The
district bears eloquent testimony to
the astounding feats of engineering and
construction, to ingenious manufactur-
ers, and to the courage, creativity and
drudgery of untold lives spent within
the mills. It is also about the human
propensity to harness the forces of na-
ture, to put water and gravity and
stone to work. The district retains the
sense of having been one large factory
driven by one powerful engine, an
image completely consistent with
Hamilton’s vision of a centralized na-
tional manufactory.’’

Mr. RAHALL. Madam Speaker, I
withdraw my reservation of objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
MORELLA). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Colorado?

There was no objection.
The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

H.R. 146
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Great Falls
Historic District Study Act of 2001’’.
SEC. 2. NATIONAL PARK SERVICE STUDY RE-

GARDING GREAT FALLS HISTORIC
DISTRICT, PATERSON, NEW JERSEY.

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:
(1) GREAT FALLS HISTORIC DISTRICT.—The

term ‘‘Great Falls Historic District’’ means
the Great Falls Historic District in the city
of Paterson, New Jersey, established as an
historic district by section 510 of the Omni-
bus Parks and Public Lands Management
Act of 1996 (Public Law 104–333; 110 Stat. 4158;
16 U.S.C. 461 note).

(2) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’
means the Secretary of the Interior, acting
through the Director of the National Park
Service.

(b) STUDY.—As soon as practicable after
funds are made available to carry out this
section, the Secretary shall commence a
study regarding the suitability and feasi-
bility of further recognizing the historic and
cultural significance of the lands and struc-
tures of the Great Falls Historic District
through the designation of the Great Falls
Historic District as a unit of the National
Park System.

(c) STUDY PROCESS AND COMPLETION.—Sec-
tion 8(c) of Public Law 91–383 (16 U.S.C. 1a–
5(c)) shall apply to the study required by this
section.

(d) SUBMISSION.—The Secretary shall sub-
mit to the Committee on Resources of the
House of Representatives and the Committee
on Energy and Natural Resources of the Sen-
ate a report describing the results of the
study.

(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated such
sums as are necessary to carry out this sec-
tion.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.

f

ANIMAL DISEASE RISK ASSESS-
MENT, PREVENTION, AND CON-
TROL ACT OF 2001

Mr. EVERETT. Madam Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to take from
the Speaker’s table the Senate bill (S.
700) to establish a Federal interagency
task force for the purpose of coordi-
nating actions to prevent the outbreak
of bovine spongiform encephalopathy
(commonly known as ‘‘mad cow dis-
ease’’) and foot-and-mouth disease in
the United States, and ask for its im-
mediate consideration in the House.

The Clerk read the title of the Senate
bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Alabama?

There was no objection.
The Clerk read the Senate bill, as fol-

lows:
S. 700

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of
Representatives of the United States of America
in Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Animal
Disease Risk Assessment, Prevention, and
Control Act of 2001’’.
SEC. 2. FINDINGS AND PURPOSE.

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that—
(1) it is in the interest of the United States

to maintain healthy livestock herds;
(2) managing the risks of foot and mouth

disease, bovine spongiform encephalopathy,
and related diseases in the United States
may require billions of dollars for remedial
activities by consumers, producers, and dis-
tributors of livestock, and animal, and blood
products;

(3) the potential introduction of those dis-
eases into the United States would cause
devastating financial losses to—

(A) the agriculture industry and other
economic sectors; and

(B) United States trade in the affected ani-
mals and animal products;

(4) foot and mouth disease is a severe and
highly contagious viral infection affecting
cattle, deer, goats, sheep, swine, and other
animals;

(5) the most effective means of eradicating
foot and mouth disease is by the slaughter of
affected animals;

(6) while foot and mouth disease was eradi-
cated in the United States in 1929, the virus
could be reintroduced by—

(A) a single infected animal, an animal
product, or a person carrying the virus;

(B) an act of terrorism; or
(C) other means;
(7) once introduced, foot and mouth disease

can spread quickly through—
(A) exposure to aerosols from infected ani-

mals;
(B) direct contact with infected animals;

and
(C) contact with contaminated feed, equip-

ment, or humans harboring the virus or car-
rying the virus on their clothing;

(8) foot and mouth disease is endemic to
more than 2⁄3 of the world and is considered
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